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DETAILED ACTION 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 
September 12, 2005 has been entered. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 2, 5-7, 10-18 and 21 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 10-18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. patent 6,108,785 granted to Poisner. 

Regarding claim 1, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"A computer system comprising: 

an authorized user identification device;" see column 2, line 10 (key device) 

"at least one processor coupled to the computer system; 

a non-line-of-sight proximity range actuated identification signal detection circuit 
for receiving a wireless identification signal from the identification device, the wireless 
identification signal containing identification information regarding one or more users of 
the device; " see column 3, lines 10-17 (.. . checks for the presence of an authentic key 
device . . .); column 3, lines 50-58 and column 4, lines 8-30 

"a memory having means for determining whether the user of the identification 
device as indicated by the wireless identification signal, has authorized access to 
computer information accessible by the computer system; 

means for maintaining the computer system in a low power state except when 
the user identification device is in the proximity range;" see column 2, lines 21-35 (. . . 
non-operational low power mode . . .) 

"and a means for granting and maintaining access to computer information 
accessible by the computer system if it is determined that the user as indicated by the 
wireless identification signal is authorized access and remains in the proximity range, 
wherein the granting access to computer information accessible by the computer 
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system further includes placing the computer system in a higher power state from the 
lower power state," see column 4, lines 8-30. 

Regarding claim 2, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 further comprising: a memory circuit programmable to 
store a list of at least one user having authorized access to computer information 
assessable by the computer system." see column 2, line 66 to column 3, line 8. 

Regarding claim 6, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: "The 
computer system of claim 1 , wherein placing the computer system in a condition to deny 
further includes placing the computer system in a locked state in response to the 
identification signal detection circuit not having received for a predetermined period of 
time, a wireless identification signal containing identification information from the user 
having authorized access." see column 2, lines 30-32 (. . . computer system may 
disable access to a portion of the hard disk drive . . .). 

Regarding claim 7, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: "The 
computer system of claim 1, a memory circuit storing operating system code whose 
execution by the at least one processor implements an operating system for controlling 
the operation of the computer system; and wherein the operating system code includes 
code whose execution places the computer system in a condition to deny access to 
computer information accessible by the computer system in response to the 
identification signal detection circuit not having received for a predetermined period of 
time, a wireless identification signal containing identification information from the user 
having authorized access." see column 2, line 66 to column 3, line 8. 
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Regarding claim 10, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: "The 
computer system of claim 1 wherein: the memory having means for determining that the 
identification signal detection circuit has not received the wireless identification signal 
for a predetermined period of time is implemented in the identification signal detection 
circuit; and the identification signal detection circuit provides a response signal in 
response to a determination that the identification signal detection circuit has not 
received for a predetermined period of time, a wireless identification signal containing 
identification information from the user having authorized access." see column 3, lines 
10-14 and column 4, lines 8-30. 

Regarding claim 11, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: "The 
computer system of claim 10 wherein the identification signal detection circuit generates 
an interrupt in response to a determination that the identification signal detection circuit 
has not received the wireless identification signal for a predetermined period of time." 
see column 3, lines 9-17; column 4, lines 8-30 and Figure 1, elements 100 and 1 10. 

Regarding claim 12, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: "The 
computer system of claim 10 wherein the identification signal detection circuit asserts a 
#PME signal in response to a determination that the identification signal detection circuit 
has not received the wireless identification signal for a predetermined period of time." 
see column 3, lines 9-17 and Figure 1, elements 100 and 110. 

Regarding claim 13, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: "The 
computer system of claim 12 further comprising: a chipset circuit having an input to 
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receive the #PME signal from the identification signal detection circuit." see column 3, 
lines 9-1 7 and Figure 1 , elements 1 00 and 110. 

Regarding claim 14, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: "The 
computer system of claim 1 wherein the memory having means for determining whether 
the user of the device and the memory having means for determining that the 
identification signal detection circuit has not received the wireless identification signal 
for a predetermined period of time, are both implemented in the same memory circuit of 
the identification circuit." see column 2, line 66 to column 3, line 8. 

Regarding claim 15, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 wherein the identification signal detection circuit is 
operably coupled to a power managed computer bus." see column 2, lines 24-28 and 
column 5, lines 33-37. 

Regarding claim 16, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 wherein: the identification signal detection circuit has 
an output to provide an indication signal indicating that the identification signal detection 
circuit has received a wireless identification signal containing identification information 
of the user of the device determined to have authorized access; and wherein the 
indication signal is provided in response to receiving a wireless identification signal 
containing identification information of the user of the device determined to have 
authorized access after a predetermined period of time of not receiving an identification 
signal containing identification information of the user of the device determined to have 
authorized access." see column 4, lines 8-30. 
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Regarding claim 17, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 16 wherein: 

the identification signal detection circuit is operably coupled to the at least one 
processor via a computer bus substantially conforming to a PCI Local Bus Specification; 
and the indication signal includes an assertion of the #PME signal." see column 3, lines 
9-17; column 4, lines 8-30 and Figure 1, elements 100 and 110. 

Regarding claim 18, Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"The computer system of claim 1 further comprising: a memory having means for 
placing the computer system in a higher power state from a lower power state if it is 
determined that the identification signal detection circuit has received a wireless 
identification signal containing identification information of the user having authorized 
access." see column 2, line 66 to column 3, line 8 and column 4, lines 8-30. 

Regarding claim 21 , Poisner meets the claimed limitation as follows: 
"A method for controlling access to computer information comprising: 

providing an authorized user identification device;" see column 2, line 10 (key 
device) 

"providing a computer system" see Figure 1 , element 170. 

"sending a wireless identification signal by the identification device, the wireless 
identification signal including identification information regarding one or more users of 
the device; 

receiving, independent of a conscious access action by the user, the wireless 
identification signal by a non-light-of-sight proximity range actuated detection circuit 
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coupled to the computer system;" see column 3, lines 10-17 (.. . checks for the 
presence of an authentic key device . . .); column 3, lines 50-58 and column 4, lines 8- 
30 

"determining whether the user as indicated by the wireless identification signal 
has authorized access to computer information accessible by the computer system; 

maintaining the computer system in a low power state except when the user 
identification device is in the proximity range;" see column 2, lines 21-35 (. . . non- 
operational low power mode . . .) 

"and granting and maintaining access to computer information accessible by the 
computer system if it is determined that the user as indicated by the wireless 
identification signal is authorized access and remains in the proximity range, wherein 
the granting access to computer information accessible by the computer system further 
includes placing the computer system in a higher power state from the lower power 
state." see column 4, lines 8-30. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
patent 6,108,785 granted to Poisner and further in view of U.S. patent 5,960,085 
granted to de la Huerga. 

Regarding claim 5, Poisner discloses everything claimed as applied above (see 
claim 1), however Poisner fails to specifically teach a condition to deny further includes 
logging a user off of the computer system in response to the identification signal 
detection circuit not having received for a predetermined period of time, a wireless 
identification signal containing identification information from the user having authorized 
access. De la Huerga teaches an automated access control system using a security 
badge where a user is automatically logged off of the system when the security badge 
does not provide a response to the periodic recommitment signal sent form the 
computer terminal (see column 13, lines 47-65). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Poisner' s apparatus for 
preventing unauthorized access to a computer system with de la Huerga's system for 
controlling access to a computer system. One of ordinary skill would have been 
motivated to automatically log-off a user after a preset time limit in order to prevent an 
intruder from gaining access to the computer terminal (see de la Huerga; column 4, line 
66 to column 5, line 11) 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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A. Hiles (US 6,360,326) discloses a method for "locking" and "unlocking" a 
security system based on a predetermined time period established when the user logs 
in to the system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew B. Smithers whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 3876. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30) EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel L. Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Matthew B Smithers 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2137 




